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Objection : Then ahankara does not seem to require
the mediation of the vijnana sakti and kriya sakti that con-
stitute the sakshi svarupa. In such a case, how can there
be the 'jdam amsata' for ahankara ?

Reply ; Ahankara is cidbhasya or illumined by cons-
cipusness and it acquires be nature of an object (idam
amsata). The not-thisness is the form of consciousness and
the object of consciousness constitutes the tbisness. This
does not require the mediation of Jnana and kriya.

Because of the uparaga of ahankara, the self which is
not-this is falsely taken to be ahankarta.  The self is
taken to acquire the nature of ahankara; and such a self
has the 'vyapara^ of the ahankara only. In terms of this
vyapara there .arises the illumination [(prakasa, pariccbeda)
of the ahankarta; and this ahankarta alone is the object
having the nature of the this.

The body, sense organs and the objects are cognised
as the this because they are apprehended through the
mediation of the antahkarana vritti (psychosis) and since
there is no such mediation in the case of the ahankara it
appears as the not-this.

Objection ; But is not ahankara mediated by ajna-
na ? for ajnana brings about the ahankara. In view of
this mediation how can you maintain the absence of the
'idamtavabhasa' for the ahankara ?

Reply ; It is only because of ajnana there is the in-
tegration of consciousness and ahankara into one. Since
consciousness and ahankara are distinct, some are unable
to accept the view that the ahankara has the nature of the